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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT EA Number: OR 128-02-16
BLM Coos Bay Didtrict Office Lease/Seia/Casefile Na: N/A
Proposed Action Title/Type: Request to transport their timber across 1.6 miles of BLM controlled road.

Location of Proposed Action: Fall Creek , T. 29 S., R.11 W., Section 22, Will. Mer., Coos Caunty, OR
Applicant (if any): Swanson Group

Conformance With Applicable Land Use Plan: This proposed action is subject to the Coos Bay District Resource
Management Plan & Environmental Impact Statement and its Recard of Dedsion (BLM, 1995); which isin canformance with
the Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement on Management of Habitat for Late Successional and Old Growth
Forest Related Species Within the Range of the Northern Spotted Owl and its Recard of Dedsion (Interagency, 1994). This
plan has been reviewed to determine if the proposed action conforms with the land use plan's terms and conditions as required
by 43 CFR 1601.5.

Remarks: The Proposed Actionisin compliance with the Coos Bay District Resource Management Plan & Environmental
Impact Statement and its Record of Decision (BLM, 1995) RMP; hereby incorporated by reference. The RMP has been
determinedto beconsigent with the standards and guidelines for healthy lands at the land use plan scale and asscciated time
lines.

I. Purpose and Need for Proposed Action: The applicant has requested access to their land by utilizing 1.6 miles of existing
BLM controlled road to facilitate the harvest and transportation of private timber. Denying thisrequest would go against the
policy of the Federal Government to provide reasonable access to private land owners across government lands.

II. Description of Alternatives, Including the Proposed Action:

No Action: Should the government deny the request, the applicant may madify ther harvest plan and proceed asfollows:
They could attempt to construct approxi mately 4500 feet of new road, part of which would be adjacent to a third order
stream on their land. T his plan would necessitate construction of an additional mile of new road above the anticipated 3000
feet of new road under the proposed actin.

Proposed Action: The purpose o this proposed action is to enable the applicant to harvest approximatdy 95 acresof their
land using best management harvest methods. The applicant has requested the use of BLM controlled Road No. 29-11-22.0
A-portion B(0.8mi.) and a portion of BLM controlled Road No. 29-11-15.0 (0.77 mi.). In addition, they have requested to
use approxi mately 1700 feet of existing graveled road contr olled by Menasha For est Products Cor poration and construct
approximately 500 feet of new road across Menasha managed land i n the NWYNW%Y4 of Section 22, T.29S., R.11W. Under
this plan, the applicant will be canstructing an additional 3000 feet of new road on their land. All of the new road
constructi on would be located on or cl oseto theridge.

The appicant intends to rock the constructed roadto facilitate awinte haul. Theroad will remain open after the
completion of harvest activiti es for future management acti ons. T he age class of the timber to be harvested isa mixture of
50-60 year old conifersand scattered hardwoods. This action encompasses a 95 acreclearcut with athird order stream
traversing the wegerly portion of the unit. The applicant has stated that they will be leaving a fifty foot kuffer on this
stream. The harved is planned to be accomplished with askyline sysem capable of at least one-end suspension. The
applicant has stated that thiswill bea winter harves operation occurring sometime between January 1% and April 1%

The following design feaureswould be implemented under the Proposed Action:

€ The applicant shall wash all logging equipment and vehicles prior to initial entry to help prevent the spread of noxious
weeds and Port Orford Cedar r oot rot disease.

€ The applicant shall be required to install and maintai n sediment contr ol devices, as needed, along the haul route across
BLM controlled roads. In addition the applicant will not be permitted to haul on BLM roads if the ground is already
saturated from winter rains and more than 2 inches of precipitation is predicted in the project area over the next 24
hours, then winter haul shall be suspended. Oper ations may resume after the 24 hour suspension, except when another
storm (exceeding 2 inches) is forecasted.
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€ The applicant has volunteered to limit construction work until after the 6™ of August and to adhere to daily timing
restrictions (work will occur between 2 hours after sunrise and 2 hours before sunset) until the 15" of September.
Harvest and the transpartation of timber will bebetween 1 Octobe and 28 February, which is outside the murrelet and
spatted owl nesting seasonsof 1 March-30 September.

III. Environmental Consequences:

Environmental Impacts to Critical Elements of the Human Environment for the No Action alternative:

Critical Elements Affeded Critical Elements Affeded
Yes No Yes No
Air Quality . X T & E Species X(P) .
ACECs _ X S & M Botany _ X
Cultura Resources . X S& M Mollusk . X
Environmental Justice Concerns . X Wastes, Hazardous/Solid . X
Farmlands, Prime/Unique X Water Quality X(P) _
Floadplains X Wetlands/Ripari an Zones X(P) _
Native Ameican ReligiousConcerns X Wild & Scenic Rivers . X
NoxiousWeead Management X Wilderness . X
Port Orfard Cedar M anagement X Energy Devel gpment _ X

P = PrivateLand
F = Federal Land

Description of additional impacts under the No Action alternative:

Soils:

Shoul d the No Action ater native be selected the need to gain accessto the top of the ridge may be met by the construction
of 4,500 feet of road in addition to the proposed road cnstruction along the ridgetop. This additional disturbance will
occur adjacent to the stream channel far approximately 1,500 feet on a Digger-Umpcoos-Rock outcrop association (15F) soil
map unit. This sal typecombination has been demondrated though several watershad analyzes in adjacent locd
watersheds to be prone tofailure where soils are thin and near streams. The applicant proposed to cross ane stream through
thi s acti on but would cross up to four streams based on our GI S data, two first order, one second order and the third order of
aperennial nature the applicant refersto. The route described hasbeen disturbed through past harves and road bulding
practices and thi s route may cross previously established road grades that fail ed. Aerial photo (1981) analysis of the area
showsa large hillslgpe failure on an area where the praposed route will need tojoin up with the ridgetop.

The reconstruction of the old road grade and the new construction across an existing landslide, of the size noted, pointsto
the unstable nature of this soil type and would be considered an unstable road location on a midslope position. This
construction would most likdy deliver both large and fine sdiment into the stream and degradethe habitat that currently
exists there far aguatic organisms.

The cumul ative impact would be the degradation of the mainstream of Big Creek due to its close proxi mity to this proposed
road.

Hydrology/Water Quality:

If theuse of the requeged route across BLM wasdenied, then the applicant would have to congruct a 4500 foot road along
aperennial tributary to Big Creek, and cross it aswel | asthreeintermittent stream channelson private. Thisaternative
would cross more incised stream channels, and would involve mid-sl ope road construction. There isno information given
in the goplication that thisroutewould be roked. Bases on thesefadors this gption would have much higher ssdiment
delivery to the subject streams and would not be preferable.

Wildlife, Including T & E and S&M Species:
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Aquatic Habitat/Fisheries /Riparian Zones Including T & E Species:
Road Condtruction
Under the No Adion alternative, the requested road usepermit would be denied. Supeior Lumber wauld likely accesstheir
land via an alternate route. The alternate route would require 4,500 feet of new road construction on private land. This
route would require construction within a Riparian Reserve that would parallel a non-fish bearing tributary of Big Creek.
The buffer width between the new road and stream channel on the narth side would be narrow; between 80 to 150 fed.
Acoording to thesoils report (e alove), thesoil type within thelocation of the alternaterouteis mud lessstal e than the
proposed route. Historic stereogr aphic photography (1981) indi cates that severe slope instability resulting in dope failures
haveocaurred in this area. Ifthisroad faled, the ‘No Action’ alternative wauld result in long term water quality and
aquatic habitat degradation. In addition to construction of the aternate route, the construction of an unimproved road (s)
within and/or adj acent to the proposed ground-based harvest unit would still be required. The maority of thiswould be
ridgetop and on a morestablesoil type.

Hauling

Although only one of the streamson theNo Action is paennial, the applicant wauld be hauling during the wet season and
therefare the intermittent streams asociated with the No Actiaon haul would be flowing, thus providing additional
opportunity for sediment delivery into the tributary to Big Creek and ultimately, mainstem Big Creek. The alternate route
intersects with the Big Creek County road, which is paved the entire distance (1.4 miles) to State Highway 42. Therewould
be no aubstantial environmental efect from hauling in the winte on the Big Creek County road

Vegetation, Including T & E and S & M Species:
The will be no affect to federal lands under the no acti on alter native.

Port-Orford-cedar:
No affect is antici pated under the no action aternative.

Noxious Weeds:
There may be more potential to introduce noxious weeds on to the private land as it’ s unlikel y that the washing of vehi cles
prior toinitid entry will take place.

Cultural Resources:
Becauseall of the privateland has been harvested in the past, no impacts to cultural resources are likely to ocaur on private
land.

Hazardous Materials / Solid W astes:
No affect is antici pated under the no action aternative.
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Environmental Impacts to Critical Elements of the Human Environment for the Prop osed Action alternative:

Critical Elements Affeced Critical Elements Affeced

Yes No Yes No
Air Quality . X T & E Species X(P) .
ACECs _ X S & M Botany _ X
Cultura Resources . X S& M Mollusk . X
Environmental Justice Concerns . X Wastes, Hazardous/Solid . X
Farmlands, Prime/Unique X Water Quality . X
Floadplains _ X Wetlands/Ripari an Zones X(P) _
Native Ameican ReligiousConcerns . X Wild & Scenic Rivers . X
NoxiousWeed Management X Wilderness . X
Port Orfard Cedar M anagement X Energy Devel gpment _ X

P = PrivateLand
F = Federal Land

Description of additional impacts under the Proposed Action alternative:
Soils:

Actions on Fedegral Land

Under the proposed action the impact to Federal | and is confined to the use of the gravel roads during the winter for timber
haul. The potentia to deli ver sedi ment to the stream network exists aong the haul route from four sources. The surface of
theroad of the 29-11-15.0 is actively eroding at thistime and wil | continue to do so when hauling occurs. T he spacing of
culverts istwice the necessary distance to remove ditchline flow to the outside edge of the road without causi ng further
erosion at the culvert outlé. The condition of the pipesat the uppe end of Road No. 29-11-15.0 and Read No. 29-11-15.6
are either badly deerioratedto the pant of failure or need heavy maintenance toinsure the culvert isnot compromised.
The final source of sediment is the surface of Road No. 29-11-22.0 at one stream crossing where the vegetated slopeis less
than 10 feet and the road has a drainage condition and grade that will allow fine sediment to overwash that vegetated strip
and be ddiveredto the stream channel.

Even though the potential for erosion ar activeerosion exists on the haul route deliveay of fine sediment only can ocaur at
two sites on the haul route. The construction of a sediment trap near the junction of the -22.0 and the -15.0 roads will
prevent that delivery from occurring at that location. By corredly instdling a run of silt fence at the sharp curve on Road
No. 29-11-22.0 for 100 feet through the length of the corner, on theinside edge, and maintaining it during the period of
haul should diminate ssdiment delivery.

An indirect impact of hauling on this route in the winter is that the culverts on Roads No. 29-11-22.0 and 29-11-15.0 could
plug, or fail from below asthe condition of the30+ year-dd cuvertsisalready in acompromised condtion. Activepiping
ispresent on the-15.0 road culverts. T hese conditi ons coul d lead to the road grade faili ng at these points and aflush of
debris wauld be delivered tothe stream network at that time. Replacing the failing cuverts and adding additional cuverts
would alleviate this risk.

Actions on Private Land

The impact to privateland from this action is thepotential to initiate landslide failures after harvest removal and site
preparati on activities. The 15F soil types are prone to failure from this acti vity and delivery of debris, sediment both coarse
and fine, isarisk to the gream below. Construction of the ridge top road isnegligible as it is occurring on a previously
built sub-grade and the ability of the soil to fil ter the fine sediment from the disturbance is great. Theinfiltration rate of
these sals exceeds 2to 6 inches in an hour except where rock autcropsoccur.

An indirect impact tothe harvesting would be the delivery of material tothe main portion of Big Greek. The gradesof the
stream at the lower end may be suffici ent to settl e out the larger, heavi er, coarser sediment but the fines would gtill be
transported through the water column. The cumulative impact o this action is that it adds 95 acres of harvest toan
adjdning harvest by anaher privatetimber canpany last winter. In total thereis over 130 acres harvested in theadjaning
units and some drainage isto Fall Creek and al drainage eventual ly meets Big Creek. Fine sediment delivery is expected
due tolack of buffers on first and second order streams.
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Hydrology/Water Quality:

Actions on Fedeal Land

Road No. 29-11-15.0 (Anderson Mtn.) Thisroad has steep sections (14-16%grade) and inadequate spacing of ditch relief
culvats. The current Pacing is between 400-600 feet, and should be spaced about every 200-250 feet for this road grade
In addition, several of the ditch relid culverts are rusted and water is piping through the road grade at twosites. Water is
also eroding the road tread due to the steep grade and limited surface rodk. This water is cutting through the shoulder in
several locations. This section of road will not deli ver to Fall Creek becauseit i s separ ated by sever a hundr ed feet of
intervening vegetation and there are no intermittent channds for ditch flow to enter.

BLM Road No. 29-11-22.0 has two locations that either the ditch enters an intermittent channel near Fall Creek or is within
50 feet of the stream and coud ddiver sedment from awinter hau. Best Management Pradices are identified in the
recommendations section heran.

Actions on Private Land

The unit is planned to beregeneration harvested. A perennial tributary toBig Creek iswithin the unit, but plans are to
leave a 50 foot buffer along the stream. Big Creek islisted by the DEQ as water quality limited. However, this small
perennid tributary stream isrunning north to south through the unit and will receive very little reduction in shading gi ven
the stream orientation, topographic protection and planned reserve buffer. Ther efore there should be no effect on summer
stream heating. Thereisno indicati on given in the application that the unit will be burned. Thisand the stream buffer
should have a postive dfect in limiting sediment delivery from the unit.

Wildlife, Including T & E and S&M Species:
No mitigation isneeded or recaonmended beyaond the design feauresdescribed in the Proposed Adion.

Aquatic Habitat/Fisheries /Riparian Zones Including T & E and S&M Species:

Direct and Indirect Effects (Federal Land)

The applicant is requesting to haul on BLM-control led roads during the wet season. Hauling would occur on 1.54 miles of
BLM-oontrolledroads 29-11-15.0 and 29-11-22.0. These roadsare gravel and in some portions, arefairly steep (~14%).
Currently, only haf the amount of ditch relief culverts required to properl y route the water effectively from the road di tches
exigs. Somerilling has occurred on the road surface dueto theroad gradient and thelack of surfacing. The majority of the
culverts are rugted, plugged and/or theadjecent fill is eroding due to water passing around and under theculverts. The
winter hauling would exacerbate the present poor condition of this road and increase the risk of culvert failure and fill
erosion.

The uppermost (0.6 miles) portion of the haul route is over 200 feet from a Fall Creek tributary and is adequately vegetated.
Therefore, this portion of the hau wauld nat havea substantial environmental effed unless a aulvet fails. Theremaining
0.94 milesof haul on BLM (and gravel) contains two sites that have potential for ddivey toFall Creek. At Ste#2, the
road is out-doped at atight inside turn and the stream is approximately ten feet from the road. Silt fence installation would
be required in order to prevent éfeds to aquatic habitat adjacent to this portion of thehaul route. At Site #1, the stream is
close to the road and thereis a possibility of sediment reaching the stream. These are two areas which have been identified
both in * Design Features and Conservation Measures and within the sals input that could be points of sediment delivery to
stream channels during winter haul. | concur with both the soils scientist and the hydrologist; if the silt fencing (site #2)
and catch basin and silt fencing (site #1) are installed aspreviausly prescribed, sedment delivery tothe stream channel can
be greatlyreduced or eliminated. All ather stream crossngs along thehaul route, are within the Riparian Reserve, but are
well vegetated and wideenough to filter any sediment that might be dispersed from the road. The hauling on the county
paved road of 2.4 mil eswould have no substantia effect on the aquati cs within Fall Creek. Anadromous fish distri bution
ends approximately half way between site #2 and site #1, or approximately 0.2 miles below site #1 (see map).

Indirect Effects from Interr elated and Interdependent Actions (Private Actions)

The applicant has proposed to haul on both Menasha owner ship whi ch borders Superior to the north and Superior Lumber
ownership. This portion of the haul route isadjacent to approximately four dream headwalls. However, it is unlikdy that
sediment would be delivered to Fall Creek, since thiswill accur appraximately 0.25 milesupslope from the stream.

The appli cant will construct 3,000 feet of new, ridge top road on private land to access the harvest unit. T he road would be
congructed along and/or near aridge top, approximately 0.2 miles from Fdl Creek. This road waould be construded on a
more stalde soil type (see 2ils map) than the alternate raute (see No Action).
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The appicant has requested theroad use permit in orde to access and harvest 96 acres of timber. Harvest will occur during
the winter season and would occur adj acent to a non-fish beari ng tributary. The gpplicant has proposed to pl ace a 50 foot
buffer along this stream. Given the site conditions, a 50-foot buffer isnot likely adequate to fil ter sediment generated from
these activities to adjacent stream channels. Due to the soil type (see soilsreport), and stream buffer width, thereis a high
potentia for sedi ment to be ddli vered to stream channels from the proposed actions. Additionaly, future lar ge wood
recruitment would also be reduced along these streams, dnce harvest will occur within one dte potential tree height
distance from the stream channel. Although, the stream located within the harvest unit isno t fish bearing, it has been
documented that headwater streamscontribute a high percentage of large wood to downgream fish bearing waters in coagal
watersheds.

Cumulative Effects

Cumul ativ e effects are impacts on the environment which results from the incrementa impact of the action when
added to other padt, present, and reasonably for eseeable futur e actions (Federal or non-Federa). Cumulative
impacts can result fromindividually minor but collectivdy significant actions taking place over aperiod of time. In
general, the higtoric condition of aquatic habitat s withi n the Middle Fork Coquille wat ershed has been documented
as having abundant large wood in streams, and abundant beaver activity (Big Creek WA, 1997). The effects of
human activities on aquatic and riparian habitat are primarily from timber harvest, grazing, splash dams and log
drives, beaver dam removal, and the construction of extensive riparian road networks. These activities have
resulted in reduced large wood and shading, reduced instream complexity, and an increase in sediment and aquatic
passagebarries, as areault of culvertsalong roads.

Presently, theaquatic and riparian condition of the Big Creek watershed hasimproved (fish and riparian habitat
restoration projects, aulvert replacement projects, and from natural processes such as succession) since these
habitat modifications have occurred. However, the aquatic and riparian condition has not been restored to historic
conditions (see Big Creek WA, 1997 far a description of current conditiors).

At thistime, the BLM is unaware of other projects that may occur within the watershed within the foreseeable
future. Federal and private routine actions are expected to occur at asimilar rate as they have in the past. The
portion of the proposed action that occurs on federal land, may have short term, site specific impacts, there would
not be significant impacts on the aquatic and riparian habitat within watershed. However, the interrelated and
interdependent portions o these actions could create larger scaleimpacts to the aquatic and riparian resource.
These impacts are expected to occur a the sixth field scale, but not likely at the fifth field, watershed scale.
Althoughthe interrd ated and interdgpendent partionsof these actions may impact theaquatic and riparian habitat,
theapplicant has an alternate route to access thar lands, and so the action could occur without thefederal permit.
If the pamit weredenied, thealternative wauld be ddrimentd to the fisheriesand aquatic resource(seeNo Action).
Therefore, the proposed adion would havethe least inpact.

Endangered Species Act:

The National Marine Fisheries Service listed Oregon Coast (OC) coho salmon under the ESA as threatened on
August 10, 1998 (63 FR 42587); and aitical habitat for this gecies was designated on February 16, 2000 (65 FR
7764). OC steelhead were proposed as thr eatened under the ESA on August 9, 1996 (61 FR 41541), but found not
warranted for listing on March 19, 1998 (63 FR 13347). OC steelhead are currently a candidate species. OC
cutthroat trout are currently a candidate spedes (U.S. Fish and Wildife Service).

The proposal actionis a May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect for thoseactions onfederal land, and a May
Affect, Likely to Adversely Affect for actions on private land (see effects above).

Essential Fish Habitat

The Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSA) requires Fedeaal action agenciesto
consult with the Secretary of Commer ce regarding any action or proposed action authorized, funded, or undertaken
by the agency that may adversdy affect essential fish habitat (EFH) identified unde theMSA. The NMFS has
found that the existing National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Endangered Species Act (ESA)
environmental review process, including the Interagency Streamlined Consultation Procedur e for Section 7 of the
Endangered Species Act (Jduly, 1999), used by the United States Forest Service (USFS) and the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) far Fedaal Adivitiescan beusedto satisfy the EFH consultation requirementsof the MSA.
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As described above, the effects of the proposed action on federa land, if they occurr ed, would be transient, locd,
and of low intensity. Additionally, the conservation measures proposed as an integral part of the action would
avoid, minimize, or otherwise offse potential adverse impacts to designated EFH (sediment barriers). In summary,
the actions proposed on federal 1and would nat adversely affect chinook or coho essential fish habitat.

Evaluation of Consistency with the Northwest Forest Plan Standards and Guidelines
There are no relevant Northwest Forest Plan Standards and Guidelines for Road Use Permits or
intarelated/interdgpendent activities on private land associated with discretionary actions by federal agendes.

The proposed action is consistent with Northwest Forest Plan Standards and Guidelines for road construction
within Riparian Resaves (RF-1, RF-2, RF-3, RF4, RF-5, RF-6, RF-7).

Evaluation of Consistency with ACS Objective Components
The proposed adionwill na prevent attainment of ACS objectives SeeTablel.

Evaluation of Consistency with NMFS’ March 18, 1997 Plan-level BO

Conservation Recommendations

A watershed analysis was completed for the Big Creek watershed, and includes an assessment of the aguatic
ecosystem. This meets the LRMP BO Conservation Recommendation 3, page 47. No other Conservation
Recommendations spedfically apply to Right-of-Way permits.

Reasonabl e and Prudent M easures

An interdsciplinary approach was usedto completethe preparation and review of the EA for the proposed actions.
Theinterdisciplinary review team used applicable criteria in the Northwest Forest Plan ROD to ensure the proposed
actions are consistent with applicable Standard and Guidelines.

Reasonable and Prudent Measure 1 (p.63) - During the watershed analysis and NEPA (EA) preparation and
review, thelntediciplinary (1D) review teamused applicablecritaia in the Narthwest Forest Plan ROD to ensure
the proposed actions ar e fully consistent with applicable standards and guidelines and ACS objectives. Thisis
consistent with Reasonableand Prudent Measure 1.

Reasonableand Prudent Measure 2 (p. 63) - The NMFS Checklist and Matrix or Pathways and Ind cators was
completed and the proposed project was submitted for informal consultation and will be reviewed by the Level |
Team. Thisis consistent with Reasonableand Prudent Measure 2.

No othe Reasonableand Prudent Measures specifically apply to Road Use Permits.

Terms and Conditions

Terms and Conditions 1 (p. 66) - The proposed actions are consistent with the NFP ACS objectives. In addition,
the watershed analysis and other information was used to reach the conclusion that the actions either “meet” or “do
not prevent attainment” of ACS objectives.

Terms and Conditions 2 (p. 67) - The proposed project was reviewed by the Level | Team. The NMFS Checklist
and Matrix of Pathways and | ndicat ors have been compl eted at the 5" field watershed and site (6" fidd) scales.
Through this process, it was determined that the proposed actions have a negligible (extremely low) probability of
take of proposed/listed anadromous sal monids or destruction /adverse modification of proposed/ded grated critical
habitat. The proposed adiorns will besubmitted for informal consultation with the NMFS.

No othe Terms and Conditions specifically apply to Road Use Pamits.
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Vegetation, Including T & E and S & M Species:
No affect.

Port-Orford Cedar:
There is no Port Orford Cedar along the haul route. No affect is anticipated.

Noxious Weed Species:
No mitigation isneeded or reconmended beyond the design feauresdescribed in the Pragposed Adion.

Cultural Resources:
No affect anticipated

Hazardous Materials / Solid Wastes:

Provisions for Qil Spill Prevention, Control and Counter measur es (SPCC) under Oregon Administrative Rule No. OAR
340-108 apply to the use df any equipment using petroleum. In addition, Oregon Forest Practices Act Sedion No. OAR
629-57-3600, Petroleum Product Precautions, will be in effect. An oil gill containment kit should be on ste during
operations, and at least one employeeshall be familiar with it’suse. Any reportable quantity release (see OAR 340-108)
shall also be reported to the BLM represent ative.

Environmental Justice:
No affect.

Energy Exploration, Development, and transportation:
No affect.

Recommended Mitigation Measures:

Utilize sadimert control practices and mateials at two sites on Road No. 29-11-22.0 along the haul route. At Site
No. 1, excavate a sediment accumulation basinin theinside ditch backed on the downstream side with hay bales so
that sediments cannot enter an intermittent channd and nearby Fall Creek. At Site No. 2 install 100 feet of silt fence
on the outside of the road where the road is outdoped and near Fal Creek.

IV. Persons/Agencies Consulted:
United Stat es Fish and Wildlife Service
National Marine Fisheries Service

Prepaers Initials Date Speciality

Joel Robb Myrtlewood Road Manager, Team Lead

Dale Stewart Soil Scientist

Dan Car penter Hydrologist

Pam Ol son Fisheries Biologist

Jim Heaney Wildlife Biologist

Nancy Brian District Botanist

Bob Raper District Noxious Weed Coordi nator

Stephan Samuels District Archaeolagist, American Indian
Coordinator, Environmental Justi ce

Tim Votaw Hazardous Material Specialist

Jim Kowalick Port Orford Cedar Coordi nator

Tim Barnes District Geologist

Date: July 10, 2002
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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT/DECISION RECORD.

| havereviewe thisenvironmental assessmentincluding theexplanation and resolution o any potentially significant
environmental impacts | have deermined that the proposed action with the mitigation measures described in the
Recommended Mitigation Measures will not have any signi ficant impacts on the human environment and that an EISis not
required.. | have determined that the proposed project isin conformance with the approved land use plan. Itismy decision
to implement the project as described in the Description of the Proposed Action section with the mitigation measur es listed
under Recommended Mitigation Measures.

Decisonrecommended by:  NRSA: Date:
NRSA: Date:
NRSA: Date:

Dedsion Approvedby. Myrtlewood Field Manager: Date:




